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Detailed Action 

1 . Claims 1 - 29 have been examined. 

2. Claims 1 - 29 are pending. 

3. Claims 1 - 29 are rejected as detailed below. 

Priority 

4. No foreign or domestic priority claimed. Accordingly the application has been examined 
with an effective filing date of January 15, 2004. 

Specification 

5. Applicant's amendments to paragraphs [0054] and [0059] are acknowledged. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language, 

7. Claims 1-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 
7051275 by Gupta et. al. (hereafter Gupta). 



Claim 1: 
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A method for applying annotations to multiple versions of a document, comprising: 
providing an interface allowing a user to specify how an annotation created for one version 
of a document should be applied to one or more subsequent versions of the document 

[Gupta, Col. 12 lines 5-6, An annotation can be created by a user of any of the client computers 
15 of FIG. 1. Further disclosing Col. 9 lines 63-67, a user can specify that annotations which are 
particularly old, e.g., created more than two weeks earlier, are not to be displayed. ]. 
Claim 2: 

The method of claim 1, wherein a set of options presented to the user to specify how an 
annotation should be applied to the subsequent versions depends, at least in part, on a type 
of the document [Col. 12 lines 15-16, Annotation toolbar 240 includes various identifying 
information and user-selectable options 242 254.]. 
Claim 3: 

The method of claim 1, wherein a set of options presented to the user to specify how an 
annotation should be applied to the subsequent versions depends, at least in part, on a role 
of the user [Col. 12 lines 15-16, Annotation toolbar 240 includes various identifying information 
and user-selectable options 242 254.]. 
Claim 4: 

The method of claim 1, wherein the interface allows a user to specify whether the 
annotation should apply to multiple versions of the document [Col. 9 lines 63-67, a user can 
specify that annotations which are particularly old, e.g., created more than two weeks earlier, are 
not to be displayed.]. 
Claim 5: 
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The method of claim 1, wherein the interface allows a user to specify whether a different 

♦ 

copy of the annotation should be created for subsequent versions of the document [Col. 12 
lines 15-16, Annotation toolbar 240 includes various identifying information and user-selectable 
options 242 254.]. 
Claim 6; 

The method of claim 1, wherein the interface allows the user to specify whether or not an 
authorized user must validate the annotation prior to applying it to a subsequent version of 
the document [Col. 13 lines 34-36, allowing the creator of the set to identify which users are 
able to read and/or write to the annotation set]. 
Claim 7; 

The method of claim 1, wherein the interface allows the user to specify that the annotation, 
when viewed from a subsequent version of the document, should be marked as unverified 

[Col. 1*3 lines 21-24, this presentation allows, for example, the user to verify the portion of the 
media stream to which his or her annotation will correspond.]. 
Claim 8: 

The method of claim 1, further comprising: 

detecting a change in the current version of the document resulting in the 
subsequent version of the document[Col. 9 lines 26-30, begin and end times for the annotation 
are provided by the user via interface 152 of FIG. 3, or alternatively can be automatically or 
implicitly derived using a variety of audio and video signal processing techniques, such as 
sentence detection in audio streams or video object tracking.]; and 
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applying the annotation to the subsequent version of the document, as specified by 
the user via the interface [Col. 9 lines 63-67, a user can specify that annotations which are 
particularly old, e.g., created more than two weeks earlier, are not to be displayed.]. 
Claim 9: 

A method for managing annotations for multiple versions of documents, comprising: 

selecting one or more annotation versioning policies dictating how annotations made 

for a current version of a document should be applied to a subsequent version of the 

document [Col. 9 lines 63-67, a user can specify that annotations which are particularly old, e.g., 

created more than two weeks earlier, are not to be displayed.]; and 

allowing creators of annotations for a current version of a document to select one or 

more of the annotation versioning policies to dictate how the annotations should be applied 

to subsequent versions of the document[Col. 13 lines 34-36, allowing the creator of the set to 

identify which users are able to read and/or write to the annotation set]. 

Claim 10: 

The method of claim 9, wherein at least one of the annotation versioning policies dictates 
that annotations made for a current version will not be applied to subsequent versions of 
the document[Col. 13 lines 34-36, allowing the creator of the set to identify which users are able 
to read and/or write to the annotation set]. 
Claim 11: 

The method of claim 9, wherein the one or more annotation versioning policies selected are 
applied at the document level, to all annotations created for a document[Col. 13 lines 34-36, 
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allowing the creator of the set to identify which users are able to read and/or write to the 
annotation set]. 
Claim 12: 

The method of claim 9, wherein at least one of the annotation versioning policies dictates 
that an annotation created for a current version of a document will be applied to 
subsequent versions of the document[Col. 13 lines 34-36, allowing the creator of the set to 
identify which users are able to read and/or write to the annotation set]. 
Claim 13: 

The method of claim 9, wherein at least one of the annotation versioning policies dictates 
that an authorized user must validate an annotation created for a current version of a 
document before the annotation is applied to subsequent versions of the document[Col. 13 

lines 21-24, this presentation allows, for example, the user to verify the portion of the media 
stream to which his or her annotation will correspond.]. 
Claim 14: 

A computer-readable medium containing a program for managing annotation for multiple 
versions of documents which, when executed by a processor performs operations 
comprising: providing an interface allowing a user to create an annotation for a current 
version of a document and to specify how the annotation should be applied to a subsequent 
version of a document [Gupta, Col. 12 lines 5-6, An annotation can be created by a user of any 
of the client computers 15 of FIG. 1. Further disclosing Col. 9 lines 63-67, a user can specify 
that annotations which are particularly old, e.g., created more than two weeks earlier, are not to 
be displayed.]. 
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Claim 15: 

The computer-readable medium of claim 14, wherein the interface allows the user to 
specify the annotation should not be applied to a subsequent version of the document [Col. 
9 lines 63-67, a user can specify that annotations which are particularly old, e.g., created more 
than two weeks earlier, are not to be displayed.]. 
Claim 16: 

The computer-readable medium of claim 14, wherein the interface allows the user to 
specify different annotation records containing the annotation should be created for each 
subsequent version of the document [ Col. 9 lines 63-67, a user can specify that annotations 
which are particularly old, e.g., created more than two weeks earlier, are not to be displayed.]. 
Claim 17: 

The computer-readable medium of claim 14, wherein the interface allows the user to 
specify the annotation should be applied to a subsequent version of the document only if 
validated by an authorized user [ Col. 9 lines 63-67, a user can specify that annotations which 
are particularly old, e.g., created more than two weeks earlier, are not to be displayed.]. 
Claim 18: 

A data processing system, comprising: 

at least one application for manipulating a document[Col. 7 lines 65-67, Media server 
1 1 selects a particular combination of a single audio stream and a single video stream to be the 
"base" version of the multimedia content.]; 

an annotation store for storing annotation records containing annotations for the 
document [Figure 1, element 10 annotation server.]; 
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one or more interface screens, accessible from the at least one application, allowing 
a user to specify how an annotation created for one version of the document should be 
applied to subsequent versions of the document[Gupta, Col. 12 lines 5-6, An annotation can 
be created by a user of any of the client computers 15 of FIG. 1. Further disclosing Col. 9 lines 
63-67, a user can specify that annotations which are particularly old, e.g., created more than two 
weeks earlier, are not to be displayed.]. 
Claim 19; 

The data processing system of claim 18, further comprising an executable component 
configured to: 

detect changes resulting in a subsequent version of the document[Col. 9 lines 26-30, 
begin and end times for the annotation are provided by the user via interface 152 of FIG. 3, or 
alternatively can be automatically or implicitly derived using a variety of audio and video signal 
processing techniques, such as sentence detection in audio streams or video object tracking.]; and 

apply the annotation to the subsequent version of the document in a manner 
specified by the user via the one or more interface screens[Col. 9 lines 63-67, a user can 
specify that annotations which are particularly old, e.g., created more than two weeks earlier, are 
not to be displayed.]. 
Claim 20: 

The data processing system of claim 19, wherein: 

at least one of the interface screens allows the user to specify the annotation should 
be applied to subsequent versions of the document[Col. 9 lines 63-67, a user can specify that 
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annotations which are particularly old, e.g., created more than two weeks earlier, are not to be 
displayed.]; and 

the executable component is configured to modify an annotation record containing 
the annotation to reflect changes in the subsequent version of the document[Col. 13 lines 
34-36, allowing the creator of the set to identify which users are able to read and/or write to the 
annotation set]. 

Claim 21: 

The data processing system of claim 19, wherein the executable component is configured to 
modify an index in the annotation record indicating a corresponding annotated portion of 
the document [Col. 13 lines 21-24, this presentation allows, for example, the user to verify the 
portion of the media stream to which his or her annotation will correspond.]. 
Claim 22: 

The data processing system of claim 19, wherein at least one of the interface screens allows 
the user to specify an authorized user must validate an annotation before applying it to a 
subsequent version of the document[Col. 13 lines 21-24, this presentation allows, for example, 
the user to verify the portion of the media stream to which his or her annotation will 
correspond.]. 
Claim 23: 

The data processing system of claim 22, wherein the executable component is configured to 
notify the authorized user to request validation of the annotation upon detecting changes 
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resulting in a subsequent version of the document [Col. 9 lines 26-30, begin and end times for 
the annotation are provided by the user via interface 152 of FIG. 3, or alternatively can be 
automatically or implicitly derived using a variety of audio and video signal processing 
techniques, such as sentence detection in audio streams or video object tracking.]. 
Claim 24: 

The data processing system of claim 23, wherein the executable component is further configured 
to: 

receive input from the authorized user indicating a portion of the subsequent 
version of the document corresponding to the annotation[Col. 13 lines 21-24, this 
presentation allows, for example, the user to verify the portion of the media stream to which his 
or her annotation will correspond.]; and 

modify, based on the input received from the authorized user, an annotation index 
in an annotation record containing the annotation[Col. 13 lines 34-36, allowing the creator of 
the set to identify which users are able to read and/or write to the annotation set]. 
Claim 25: 

A method for managing annotations for multiple versions of documents, comprising: 

defining a set of available annotation policies, each dictating how an annotation 
created for one version of a document should be applied to one or more subsequent 
versions of the document[Gupta, Col. 12 lines 5-6, An annotation can be created by a user of 
any of the client computers 15 of FIG. 1. FIG. 7 illustrates an annotation toolbar in accordance 
with the invention. Annotation toolbar 240 includes various identifying information and user- 
selectable options 242- 254. ] 
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providing an interface allowing a user to select one or more of the available 
annotation policies to be applied to the annotation [Col. 13 lines 25-30, Annotation set 
identifier 272 allows the user to identify a named set to which the new annotation will belong. 
This set can be a previously defined set, or a new set being created by the user. Selection of the 
particular set can be made from a drop-down menu activated by selection of a button 273, or 
alternatively can be directly input by the user] 

Claim 26; 

The method of claim 25, wherein defining a set of available annotation policies comprises 
associating one or more annotation policies for use with annotations made for a certain 
type of document [Col. 9 lines 56-58, annotations could be associated with (or "anchored" on) 
specific objects in the video content, or specific events in the audio content.]. 
Claim 27: 

The method of claim 25, wherein the annotation policies provided to the user in the 
interface is determined, at least in part, on a credential of the user[Col. 13 lines 34-36, 
allowing the creator of the set to identify which users are able to read and/or write to the 
annotation set]. 
Claim 28: 

The method of claim 27, wherein the annotation policies provided to the user in the 
interface is determined, at least in part, on a type of document associated with the 
annotation [Col. 12 lines 15-16, Annotation toolbar 240 includes various identifying 
information and user-selectable options 242 254.]. 
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Claim 29: 

The method of claim 25, wherein defining a set of available annotation policies comprises 
defining the set of available annotation policies by an administrator, wherein the 
administrator and the user are different entities [Col. 13 lines 34-36, allowing the creator of 
the set to identify which users are able to read and/or write to the annotation set]. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed 10/16/2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant's asserted the following (lettered): 

A. That Gupta does not teach, show, or suggest a method or interface that allows a user to 
specify how an annotation created for one version of a document should be applied to one or 
more subsequent versions of the document, as recited in claims 1, 9, 14, 18, and 25. Stating that 
Gupta in fact discloses that users may not specify how an annotation created for one version of a 
document should be applied to subsequent versions of documents. Thereby concluding that a 
user is not given any choice of how an annotation created for one document should be applied to 
subsequent versions as claimed. 

In response, the examiner respectfully disagrees with applicant's assertions. Claim 1 states 
"providing an interface allowing a user to specify how an annotation created for one version of a 
document should be applied to one or more subsequent versions of the document." Accordingly, 
Gupta discloses that an annotation can be created by a user of any of the client computers of fig. 
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1 . The annotations are therefore available to users being presented with any of the versions of 
the multimedia content, even though only one copy of the annotation is maintained by the 
annotation server, col. 2 lines 56-59. Put in one way, because the user is able to create an 
annotation they are thereby specifying how the annotation created should be applied to 
subsequent versions. 

Secondly, even if that interpretation is not what applicant had intended, Gupta still discloses 
another aspect of the limitation. More specifically, Gupta, col. 4 1. 29-32, discloses "when a user 
of a client computer desires to add or RETRIEVE annotations, the client computer contacts the 
annotation server to perform the desired addition/retrieval". That is, the USER specifies what 
annotation previously created is to be provided to media. Accordingly, the claims as written are 
unpersuasive and are anticipated by the Gupta reference. 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record listed on PTO-892 and not relied, if any, upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

10. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
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the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 



1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael D. Pham whose telephone number is (571)272-3924. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9am - 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cottingham can be reached on 571-272-7079. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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